Lastly, whilst we must guard ourselves in our own way, our
non-violence must preclude us from imposing on the British a strain
which must break them. That would be a denial of our whole his-
tory for the past twenty-two years." (Harijan, July 5, 1942, p. 210)
The supposition referred to here is my correspondent's,
namely, that the non-violent force created by my action, which
will be sufficient to force the English to withdraw, will be suffi-
ciently strong to prevent Japanese occupation also and therefore
S-should not have resiled from my original proposition that the
British power should withdraw their troops from India. I have
shown the absurdity of such a supposition made for the sake of
preventing the retention of British troops. My belief in the power
of non-violence is unchangeable, but I cannot put it before the
British in order to prevent their use of India as a base, if they
consider it necessary, for dealing with the Japanese menace.
33. The author has further sought to strengthen his in-
ference by quoting the following from my appeal to the
Japanese:
"And we are in the unique position of having to resist an im-
perialism that we detest no less than yours (the Japanese) and
Nazism."
The author has conveniently omitted the sentences which
follow and which instead of strengthening his inference would
negative it altogether. These are the sentences:
"Our resistance to it (British Imperialism) does not mean harm
to the British people. We seek to convert them. Ours is an unarmed
revolt against British rule. An important party in the country is
engaged in a deadly but friendly quarrel with the foreign rulers.
"But in this they need no aid from foreign powers. You have
gravely misinformed, as I know you are, that we have chosen
this particular moment to embarrass the Allies when your attack
against India is imminent. If we wanted to turn Britain's difficulty
into our opportunity, we should have done it as soon as the war
broke out nearly three years ago. Our movement demanding the
withdrawal of the British power from India should in no way be
misunderstood. In fact, if we are to believe your reported anxiety
ipr the independence of India, a recognition of that independence
Jty Britain, should leave you no excuse for any attack on India.
Moreover the reported profession sorts ill with your ruthless aggression
against China.
"I would ask you to make no mistake about the fact that you will
be sadly disillusioned if you believe that you will receive a willing
welcome from India. The end and aim of the movement for British
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